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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-34 have been examined. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 10/23/01 was filed after the mailing date 
on 10/23/01. The submission is in compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97. Accordingly, the 
information disclosure statement is being considered by the examiner. 

Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to because: 

• Note Figs. 1-5, descriptive text labels should be used when rectangular boxes are shown. 
Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office 
action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include 
all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being 
amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a 
drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the 
brief description of the several views of the drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may 
be necessary to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. The replacement sheet(s) should be 
labeled "Replacement Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1 .84(c)) so as not to obstruct any 
portion of the drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be 
notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 25-33 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
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As per claim 25, 

• Note line 1 , "The method of claim 1 " is apparently "The method of claim 1 3". 
As per claim 27, 

• Note line f), the period at the end is apparently a colon or semicolon. 

All other claims not mentioned specifically are objected to by virtue of being dependent on an 
objected claim. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

4. Claim 31 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75 as being a substantial duplicate of claim 29. When 
two claims in an application are duplicates or else are so close in content that they both cover the same 
thing, despite a slight difference in wording, it is proper after allowing one claim to object to the other as 
being a substantial duplicate of the allowed claim. See MPEP § 706.03(k). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

6. Claims 1-7,9,10,12-18,21,22,24,25,27,28,30,33 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Stewart (US 5,969,678). 

As per claim 1, Stewart discloses a messaging system means, as claimed, comprising a plurality 
of messaging nodes (see column 2, lines 50-60, where messaging nodes are considered APs), a plurality 
of user accounts with distinct messaging address identifiers (see column 4, lines 1-9, where user 
accounts are considered the mobile unit IDs), and a plurality of portable messaging units including 
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• storage means for firmware for controlling messaging operations (see column 5, lines 41-56, 
where firmware is considered the identification of the user so that the network may provide 
desired services by accessing appropriate providers); 

• storage means for the storage of messages (see column 5, lines 32-40, where storage is implied 
because the message originates from the mobile unit); 

• composition means for the composition of messages (see column 5, lines 32-40, where 
composition is considered entered in by the user); 

• display means for the display of messages (see column 4, lines 6-9); 

• associative means for associating at least one of said portable messaging units with at least one 
of said user accounts (see column 5 9-24); and 

• communications means for conducting a data exchange with a messaging node, when in an 
immediate proximity of said messaging node (see column 5, lines 24-31); 

whereby a plurality of said portable messaging units may conduct two-way messaging via 

said messaging system when in said immediate proximity to at least one messaging node of said 

messaging system, and conduct user interface functions irrespective of location (see column 5, lines 24- 

31). 

As per claim 2, Stewart further discloses that the portable messaging units are each capable of 
conducting said data exchange at a plurality of said messaging nodes (see column 5, lines 24-40). 

As per claim 3, Stewart further discloses that the messaging nodes include a plurality of docking 
ports each accepting messaging units (see column 4, lines 10-23). 

As per claim 4, Stewart further discloses a central server gateway for all messaging traffic 
between said portable messaging units and the Internet (see Fig. 1 [15]). 

As per claim 5, Stewart further discloses a central server with means for tracking and billing 
messaging traffic between said portable messaging units via said messaging nodes (see column 5, lines 
9-23), 
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As per claim 6, Stewart further discloses that said data exchange conducted between said 
portable messaging units and any network requires that said portable messaging units be physically 
transported to immediate proximity of at least one of said messaging nodes (see column 5, lines 24-40). 

As per claim 7, Stewart further discloses that the transfer of data between a portable messaging 
unit within said messaging system and any other type of electronic device requires that said transfer of 
data be conducted via said data exchange with said messaging node (see column 4, lines 37-49). 

As per claims 9,21 and 30, Stewart further discloses that the data exchange is conducted via 
supersonic communications means (see column 5, lines 24-31). 

As per claims 10 and 22, Stewart further discloses that the data exchange is conducted via a 1 
temporary data cable (see column 1, lines 44-55). 

As per claim 12, Stewart further discloses that the messaging nodes are geographically 
distributed in locations accessible to the public (see column 5, lines 24-40). 

As per claim 13, Stewart discloses a method for the delivery of an incoming message in a 
messaging system, as claimed, comprising a plurality of messaging nodes (see column 2, lines 50-60, 
where messaging nodes are considered APs), a plurality of user accounts with distinct messaging 
address identifiers (see column 4, lines 1-9, where user accounts are considered the mobile unit IDs), 
and a plurality of portable messaging units with firmware for controlling messaging operations (see 
column 5, lines 24-31), said method comprising the steps of: 

• transporting a portable messaging unit to the immediate proximity of a messaging node (see 
column 5, lines 24-31); 

• identifying at least one user account, associated with said portable messaging unit, to said 
messaging node (see column 5, lines 9-23); 

• delivering incoming messages for said user account from said messaging node to said portable 
messaging unit (see column 5, lines 24-31); 

• storing said incoming message within said portable messaging unit (see column 4, lines 6-9); 
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whereby incoming messages are delivered to said portable messaging unit with firmware for controlling 
messaging operations (see column 5, lines 24-31). 

As per claim 14, Stewart further discloses verifying that said user account has sufficient credit to 
receive incoming messaging traffic before said incoming message is delivered to said portable messaging 
unit (see column 5, lines 9-23). 

As per claim 15, Stewart further discloses that the messaging system further comprises a central 
server, and the verification of said sufficient credit is performed by said central server (see column 5, lines 
9-23). 

As per claim 16, Stewart further discloses messaging node proactively buffering incoming 
messages for said user account prior to the transport of said portable messaging unit to the immediate 
proximity of said messaging node (see column 7, lines 8-22, where buffering occurs within the information 
providers which is in communication with the access point). 

As per claim 17, Stewart further discloses requesting incoming messages by said messaging 
node for said user account subsequent to the identification of said user account to said messaging node, 
for immediate delivery to said portable messaging unit (see column 7, lines 8-22). 

As per claim 18, Stewart further discloses that said messaging system further comprises a central 
server, and further comprising the step of requesting incoming message for said user account by said 
messaging node from said central server (see column 7, lines 8-22). 

As per claim 24, Stewart further discloses that said incoming message comprises a text message 
(see column 4, lines 7-9). 

As per claim 25, Stewart further discloses incoming message is an automated response to an 
outgoing message previously sent from a user, where outgoing message was a request for advanced 
network functions (see column 5, lines 41-56). 

As per claim 27, Stewart discloses a method for the delivery of an outgoing message in a 
messaging system, as claimed, comprising a plurality of messaging nodes, a plurality of user accounts 
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with distinct messaging address identifiers, and a plurality of portable messaging units with firmware 
controlling messaging operations, said method comprising the steps of: 

• composing said outgoing message on a portable messaging unit (see column 5, lines 32- 
38); 

• storing said outgoing message within said portable messaging unit (see column 5, lines 
32-38, where storage is inherent because the message originates from the portable 
messaging unit); 

• transporting said portable messaging unit to the immediate proximity of a messaging 
node (see column 5, lines 32-40); 

• delivering said outgoing message from said portable messaging unit to said messaging 
node (see column 5, lines 32-40); 

• storing said outgoing message within said messaging node (see column 5, lines 32-40, 
where sending the message to the AP implies the AP stores it somewhere); 

• relaying said outgoing message from said messaging node to a delivery address (see 
column 5, lines 32-40); 

whereby outgoing messages are composed and sent from a portable messaging unit with firmware for 
controlling messaging operations (see column 5, lines 41-47). 

As per claim 28, Stewart further discloses a central server verifying that said user account has 
sufficient credit to send outgoing messaging traffic before said outgoing message is relayed by said 
messaging node (see column 5, lines 9-23). 

As per claim 33, Stewart further discloses that said outgoing message comprises a text message 
(see column 4, lines 7-9). 

As per claim 34, Stewart discloses a method for the transfer of data between a portable 
messaging unit and a messaging node, where said messaging node 

• detects the presence of a portable messaging unit in an immediate proximity (see column 
5, lines 42-57); 
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• automatically enters a data exchange with said portable messaging unit (see column 5, 
lines 42-57); 

• identifies at least one user account associated with said portable messaging unit (see 
column 5, lines 42-57); 

• triggers the delivery of outgoing messages from said portable messaging node (see 
column 6, lines 5-10); 

• identifies incoming messages addressed to user accounts associated with said portable 
messaging unit (see column 5, lines 42-57); 

• delivers said incoming messages to said portable messaging unit (see column 5, lines 
42-57), 

within a messaging system comprising a plurality of messaging nodes and a plurality of portable 
messaging units with firmware for controlling messaging operations (see column 5, lines 24-31). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Stewart as applied to 
claim 13 above, and further in view of Schuetze (US 5,968,1 17). 

Although the system disclosed by Stewart discloses retrieving incoming messages from a mail 
server, prior to delivery of incoming messages to a portable messaging unit (see column 6, lines 40-51) 
it fails to disclose transferring mail server information, including a username and password for the mail 
server, from a portable messaging unit to a messaging node. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Stewart, as evidenced by Schuetze. 
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In an analogous art, Schuetze discloses transferring mail server information, including a 
username and password for the mail server, from a portable messaging unit to a messaging node (see 
column (see column 5, lines 14-33, where portable messaging unit is considered the user-interface 
device). 

Given the teaching of Schuetze, a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying Stewart by transferring username and password 
to a mail server from a portable messaging unit, such as disclosed by Schuetze, in order to verify the user 
when accessing their email from a remote location. 

9. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Stewart as applied to 
claim 25 above, and further in view of Pashley et al. (US 5,978,833). 

Although the system disclosed by Stewart shows substantial features of the claimed invention 
(discussed above), it fails to disclose that the advanced network functions comprise network webpage 
retrieval. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Stewart, as evidenced by Pashley et al. 

In an analogous art, Pashley et al. disclose advanced network functions comprise network 
webpage retrieval (see column 2, lines 25-40). 

Given the teaching of Pashley et al., a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying Stewart by employing webpage retrieval 
functions, such as disclosed by Pashley et al., in order to view internet pages while on the go (see 
Pashley column 2, lines 41-48). 

10. Claims 8,11,20,23,29,31, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stewart as applied to claims 1 ,13, and 27 above, and further in view of Extended Systems ("IrDA versus 
Bluetooth: A Complementary Comparison"). 
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11. As per claims 8,20,29, and 31, although the system disclosed by Stewart shows substantial 
features of the claimed invention (discussed above), it fails to disclose photonic communications means. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Stewart, as evidenced by Extended Systems. 

In an analogous art, Extended Systems discloses that it would have been obvious to use photonic 
communications means (see page 1, "What is IrDA?"). 

Given the teaching of Extended Systems, a person having ordinary skill in the art would have 
readily recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying Stewart by employing photonic 
communications means, such as disclosed by Extended Systems, in order to point and shoot to gather 
information in a close proximity range without interference (see Extended Systems page 3, paragraph 3 
under Data Exchange). 

As per claims 1 1 ,23,32, although the system disclosed by Stewart shows substantial features of 
the claimed invention (discussed above), it fails to disclose low power radio transceiver equipment, with 
communications range under 100 meters. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Stewart, as evidenced by Extended Systems. 

In an analogous art, Extended Systems discloses that it would have been obvious to use a 
communications means that is capable of a range under 100 meters (see page 2, "What is Bluetooth?"). 

Given the teaching of Extended Systems, a person having ordinary skill in the art would have 
readily recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying Stewart by employing a communications 
means capable of a range under 100 meters, such as disclosed by Extended Systems, in order to 
transmit data when the device is brought within a range instead of taking the device out and pointing it at 
something (see Extended Systems page 4, paragraph 2). 



Campana, Jr.; Thomas J. et al. 



Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Philip J Chea whose telephone number is 571-272-3951. The examiner can normally be 
reached on M-F 7:00-4:30 (1st Friday Off). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Glenn Burgess can be reached on 571-272-3949. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 



either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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